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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^| Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05 March 2009 . 
2a )£3 This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^3 Claim(s) 78-86 and 113-116 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 78-86 and 113-116 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 3/05/2009 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The applicant is respectfully reminded that references, in determining obviousness 
are not read in isolation but for what they fairly teach in combination with the prior art as a 
whole. It is being maintained that references also are evealuated by what they suggest to one 
versed in the art rather than their specific disclosure [see In re Bozek, 163 USPQ 545 (CCPA 
1969)]. It is being maintained that the applicant's assertion that Giansante lacks "means for 
receiving a relative weight of importance for said two or more criteria..." and "means for 
determining a rating for each asset based on the normalized values and the relative weights..." or 
"means for ranking...." It is being maintained that there is an uncertainty from the applicant's 
specification as to the corresponding structure to perform the various functions the applicant 
maintains as not found in the Giasnsante reference. It is being maintained that the 35 U.S.C. set 
forth provided reasoning for the combination of references and the applicant's piecemeal 
analysis of the reference can not be used to show non-obviousness by attacking the references 
individually. Similar to the applicant's invention, it is maintained that Giasnsante in 
combination with Champion discloses adjusting the weights of assets in each efficient portfolio 
to optimize the level of industry sector and diversification in the portfolio to maintain the 
portfolio at a position on or near the efficient frontier and the desired risk level. It is being 
maintained that the adjusting of weights to optimize the level of industry sector suggest a 
functional equivalent of ranking and normalization claimed in the applicant's invention 
inasmuch as normalization seeks to reduce redundancies in data to make its use more efficient 
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and the maintenance of the portfolio a certain position and at a certain risk level suggests ranking 
(see at least Giansante, column 6, lines 7-67). Thus the the following reasons maintained above 
the rejections are maintained below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 78-86 and 113-116 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Giansante (US 6,275,814) in view of Champion et al (US 5,126936) 

Re claim 78: An investment guidance system for providing financial planning 
assistance, comprising: 

—means for receiving a financial goal from a user (see column 5, lines 47-65); 

—means for receiving one or more input decisions upon which the probability of 
achieving said financial goal is dependent, wherein one of the input decisions includes selecting 
an asset allocation based on investment risk (see column 5 , lines 48+); 

—means for determining the probability of achieving said financial goal (see fig. 4, 
column 4 , lines 28-61); 
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—means for receiving an indication that said user has selected a target asset 
allocation investment plan in order to achieve said financial goal (see column 5, lines 48-65); 

—means for receiving a request to rate a plurality of assets within a selected asset 

Class (see column 6, lines 36+); 

—means for providing two or more criteria associated with said assets for said user 
to evaluate (see column 6,lines 36+); 

—means for determining a normalized value for each of said two or more criteria; 

means for receiving a relative weight of importance for said two or more criteria 
based on the user's personal investment preferences (see column 6, lines 36+); 

—means for determining a rating for each asset based on the normalized values and 
the relative weights assigned to said two or more criteria (see column 6, lines 36+) 

—means for ranking plurality of said assets based on said rating (see column 6, lines 36+) 

— Giansante fails to disclose means for receiving a request to execute a trade for one or more of 
the ranked assets in order to fulfill said target asset allocation investment plan; and means for 
executing said trade for one or more of the selected ranked assets. This is disclosed by 
Champion (see fig. 3, column 6, lines 13-33). It would have been obvious for Giansante to be 
motivated to execute trade requests, as contemplated in Champion, to allow the user to 
implement the asset suggestions of Giansante and to further allow the user to optimize the level 
of industry sector and investment style diversification in the portfolio, whereby the portfolio is 
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maintain the portfolio at a position on or near the efficient frontier and at the desired risk level 
(see Giansante, column 6, lines 36+). 

Re claim 79: means for reallocating asset distribution in a user's portfolio based on 
executed trades, (see reasoning provided in claim 78) 

Re claim 80: means for receiving additional requests to execute said trade for one of the 
ranked assets in order to fulfill said target asset allocation investment plan (see reasoning 
provided in claim 78) 

Re claim 81: means for evaluating said target asset allocation investment plan against 
one or more financial goals; 

—means for alerting the user if progress towards one or more financial goals 
deviates substantially (see reasoning provided in claim 78) 

Re claim 82: wherein said financial goal is a retirement income (see reasoning provided 
in claim 78) 

Re claim 83: wherein one of said input decisions upon which the probability of achieving 
said financial goal is dependent is a 401 (k) contribution rate (see reasoning provided in claim 
78) 

Re claim 84: wherein one of said input decisions upon which the probability of achieving 
said financial goal is dependent is a taxable savings rate (see reasoning provided in claim 78) 
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Re claim 85: wherein one of said input decisions upon which the probability of achieving 
said financial goal is dependent is the income required at retirement (see reasoning provided in 
claim 78) 

Re claim 86: wherein one of said input decisions upon which the probability of achieving 
said financial goal is dependent is an anticipated retirement age (see reasoning provided in claim 
78). 

Re claim 113: wherein the means for determining the normalized value for each of said two or 
more criteria comprise: means for creating a distribution of the assets; and 

means for computing, for each of said two or more criteria of each of the assets in 
the distribution, normalized values of said two or more criteria based on the relative 
position of the respective asset in the distribution, (see reasoning provided in claim 78). 

Re claim 114: wherein the means for determining the rating for each asset based on the 
normalized values comprises: 

means for multiplying each of the normalized values associated with each of the 
assets by the respective relative weight of importance; and 

means for summing the normalized values associated with each of the assets 
multiplied by the respective weights to obtain the respective rating for each of the assets, 
the respective rating being an aggregate sum corresponding to the respective asset's 
associated values multiplied by the associated values' respective weights . (see reasoning 
provided in claim 78) 
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Re claim 115: wherein the means for means for ranking plurality of said assets based on 
said rating comprises: 

means for ranking the assets based on the aggregate sum for each of the assets (see 
reasoning provided in claim 78) 

Re claim 116: wherein the two or more criteria comprises one or more of: an R-squared value 
representative of a correlation between the value of an asset and the behavior of one more 
benchmark indices, a tax efficiency value computed as an after-tax returns for the asset divided 
by the pre-tax returns, an information ratio representative of the consistency with which a 
manager managing the assets generally beats the one or more benchmark indices, a risk factor 
associated with the asset, administrative fees associated with the asset and standard deviation 
associated with the asset . (see reasoning provided in claim 78) 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL S. FELTEN whose telephone number is (571)272-6742. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Flex. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Dixon can be reached on (571) 272-6803. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3696 
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